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Many pages are taken up with the pardons of outlawry, which occur
in annual batches that fill twenty pages at a time, and are of small
historical value. But there is no lack of material for biography and for
general history in the rest of the calendar. Gaps in the biographies
of the Woodvilles, of Lyndwood, Beckington, and Adam of Usk might all
be filled up from these pages. For the history of shipping, of the mint,
of Wales, and of Ireland, for the compilation of official lists of all
kinds, for the history of the Admiralty Court and the Court of Chivalry,
the present calendar contains much that is of value. Here, too, are
enrolled in an unexpected category some ordinances of the council.
Special attention may be called to the interesting description of a
chaplain's work in mftlrmg a jetty in Mount's Bay; to the arrest of a ' false
prophet,' John Grace, who daily preached near Coventry, rousing terrible
sedition, likely to overthrow the catholio faith; to the soothsaying, magic,
and necromancy practised by Sir Ralph Botreaux; to the licence given
to John, bishop of Holar, in Iceland, an Englishman by birth, to buy
grain in England for export to Iceland; to a sworn union of villani in
Burton Fleming, Yorkshire, formed against the prior of Bridlington; to
a curious agreement, dated at the guildhall, Cambridge, between the
commonalty of the borough and the master and fellows of Miohael-
house, by which the master and fellows agreed to make a ditch in
common, in breadth twelve ' Paul's feet,' by means of which ditch the
college might have fuel and other things brought in and taken out. They
agreed to maintain a bridge three ' Paul's feet' wide, and the document
was sealed ' with the seal of the mayoralty in the name of the common
seal of the town.' Although this foot was widely used (even in Ireland),
its size seems to be still unknown. The index of over 100 pages has
many good points ; there is an index*of occupations, and many but not
enough glossarial words are indexed. The ' laundes' of a park (p. 79)
should appear, as the word is omitted from the New English Dictionary;
and the titles of Welsh officers might be more fully explained and
indexed. It is a bad mistake to make 'Lanbadar' into 'Lampeter.'
Walter Speo should have a cross reference under ' Espec.' There is a
carious slip on p. 18, which introduces Friars Minor into the reign of
Henry IL MABT BATESON.

The Cambridge Modern History. Vol. I. ' The Benaissance.'
(Cambridge : at the University Press. 1902.)

IT is obvious that a work which could not have been produced save by
the combined knowledge of seventeen scholars must be approached by
any single student with much diffidence, and that he will be moved
rather to express his gratitude for what he has learned than to criticise
what he could not possibly have written. The papers contained in the
present volume do, indeed, inspire a hearty admiration not only as vehicles
of information but as examples of method, and the confidence which the
reader instinctively feels is strengthened by the striking agreement which
he finds in points of view, as well as in matters of detail, between writers
who have read their sources and formed their judgments independently.
It is difficult to believe, the plan of the work being what it was, that it
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could have been more happily executed by any company of historians
who should have combined for the purpose.

But their task has been one of great difficulty. Stately as the volume
is, the space allowed to each writer is small, and in it he has not only to
narrate the events and describe the changes in institutions of his period
and subject, but also, since this is an introductory volume, to bring these
latter clearly upon the scene as they were at the moment when his story
begins. But even more than this is requisite; he should explain, at
least in outline, how they had come to be what they were at his opening
date. All this is promised, though in somewhat cautious terms, in the
preface, but the promise is not always fulfilled. Of this we cannot
complain in the papers which deal with the greater nations and states.
But a comparison of Mr. Horatio Brown's account of Venice, perhaps the
most perfect in the book, with the sprightly and allusive essay on
Savonarola, from wbioh we have to derive most of our information con-
cerning Florence, forces upon our notice the defects of the latter, if
regarded as a constituent part of a connected history. The one is self-
contained and self-explaining; the other, even if eked out with its
companion paper on Machiavelli and with assistance from that on the
invasions of Italy, fails to give an adequate account, or even a coherent
sketch, of the institutions of Florence. It might have been well if one
paper, dealing with Florentine history and with its two most prominent
characters, had taken the place of two independent studies. The loss
would have been serious, for both Savonarola and Machiavelli are
admirably treated, but in compensation an answer would have been pro-
vided for many questions which inevitably suggest themselves.

The most serious omission, h»wever, is that of a survey of the forces
at work in Germany at the beginning of the period. No account of the
origins of German institutions would have been possible in the narrow
space at Professor Tout's command, but, since Germany was on the verge
of a confliot with which several volumes of this history will be concerned,
it was necessary that the actual working system of the country should be
set before us. One or two examples of strong local forces which had the
future before them, such as the electorates of Cologne and Saxony, would
have taught us more than a narrative of the unsuccessful attempts made
under Maximilian to provide an organised government for the whole
country. Those attempts, it is true, did not wholly fail, but the system
which grew out of them became, as every one knows, a by-word for
futility, and their interest belongs to speculative and comparative history
rather than to that with which the present volume is concerned. The
local diets, whioh could from time to time bring pecuniary pressure to
bear even on the greater princes, the authority of the chapters whioh
could counterbalance that of the most important prelates, the existence of
mediate bishoprics and abbeys with whioh the princes could deal
'directly, were some of the points which needed to be brought out. And
surely the towns deserved a more generous treatment than they have
received. It is true that only in wealth were they equal to those of Italy,
that their territories were .small and their influence upon the destinies of
the nation not decisive; yet the part they were to play from the
Beformation to the Thirty Years' War was important enough to require
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their formal introduction upon the scene. Lubeck was a match for
Denmark, and it is strange, considering the influence of the Steelyard in
London, that the Hanse towns, at any rate, do not receive attention.
And ought not the non-German elements of the population to have been
noticed ? How far was the Baltic coast, outside the towns, germanised,
and how many Wends were there in Lusatia ? These are some of the
matters on which we should have welcomed light, and they would have
rendered Mr. Tout's paper even more valuable than it is.

The want of co-operation, however, has been the chief %ause of
defect. By the plan of the work each contributor is stationed at an
appointed post and bidden to describe what comes within the circle of his
vision; and since the points of view are of necessity irregularly disposed
large tracts of history come under the cognisance of none of them, while
elsewhere there is a curious frequency of overlapping. For instance, the
Turkish captive of Alexander VI comes forward thrice, in relation to the
sultan, the pope, and Charles VIII, while Maximilian may be said to per-
vade the volume. Tet, though he was the most striking figure of the
period and one in whom Bishop Stubbs was especially interested, theiask
of gaining a definite impression of the man and his fortunes is made, it
might almost be said, as difficult as possible. Half the papers in the
volume must be consulted for the purpose, and when the diligent reader
has collected a valuable stock of information and several consentient
opinions concerning him he will find that no answer is given to many
of the questions he will wish to raise. The space that is wasted by itera-
tion would have sufficed to supply the need, and surely the sacrifice of
individual liberty would have been amply rewarded. As another illustra-
tion of the proverb that everybody's business is nobody's we may take a
point of Italian history. Potentates of every kind appear in several
papers, but we are never told what is the difference between the holder of
an imperial and the holder of a papal fief, and between both and a tyrant.
We must assume that the proprietors of the work counted the cost when
they formed a plan which has not satisfied, and perhaps could not satisfy,
the ordinary demands upon a history.

Among the narratives that of Mr. Garnett may claim the first place.
His picture is bold and lifelike, and its detail is proportionate to its area
of thirty pages. Mr. Leathes, who covers the same Italian ground,*has
shown less art. His paper, like that on France, which also is his work, is
a skilful and laborious mosaic, which can rarely have been equalled for
the number of facts condensed into so few pages. It seems in part to
have been designed as a memoria technica for the use of those who are as
well informed as the author; a reader of moderate information may be
tempted to abandon it in despair, unable to see the wood for the trees.
Even the movements of divisional commanders, though they remain
mere names and the movements often led to nothing, are scrupulously
recorded, sadly to the loss of perspective. Dr. Gairdner has produced a
curiously matter-of-fact chronicle of events, which, if journalism had
existed in those days, we might have thought was condensed from the
newspapers. It is very interesting, and gives a strong impression of reality.
But it has the fault of journalism in a want of proportion. We might
well have been left to find the Jenny Pirwyn in the pages of Professor
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Hume Brown. Dr. Ward has to deal with two separate matters, of very
unequal importance. The disposal of the Borgundian inheritance con-
cerned all Europe, while the local affairs of many of the counties within
it were of no more significance than those of similar districts to the
east of the Netherlands. Interesting as he makes the whole story, his
own command of the subject leads him to forget that English readers
are probably, and pardonably, ignorant of the greater part of it, and he
ventures upon allusions which will be merely perplexing to them. It is,
perhaps, a more serious matter that Dr. Ward treats his little subject on
the same scale as his great one. It is curious to find the annals of
Gelderland and West Friesland set out pt some length in a volume
which can spare no page for Scotland or Switzerland. Yet though thin
be a transgression against the plan of the work the facts recorded will
serve to make the later history of the Netherlands intelligible. Dr.
Ward, for his own part, has not assented to the facile policy of omission,
which is laying up a heritage of difficulties for the future volumes.

One other paper which is directly concerned with the main current of
history must be mentioned. The graceful and accomplished essay of Sir
Bichard Jebb is worthy of its author, and is admirably successful in what
it undertakes. The progress of knowledge throughout western Europe,
the better side of Platonism, the achievements of the eminent Italians
who invented expensive schools, are among his topics, and he has shown
a sound judgment in keeping to what are, for the most part, familiar facts.
In his subject, more than in most, what is best known is also most
important, and we owe him thanks for the self-restraint with which, even
at the risk of seeming commonplace at times, he has kept to essentials.
But the Benaissance was nothing if not picturesque, and Sir Bichard
Jebb's paper has not those splashes of bright colour which are said to be
necessary for effective scene-painting. And there is one whole side of
the Benaissance on which he has been unduly reticent. He does not
bring out the worse aspects of the movement He had the opportunity,
which probably will not recur in this history, of Betting out a theory of
life which was responsible for much of the evil of the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries, and he has not taken it. Yet this aspect, which
was at least as conspicuous as the other and of greater immediate
importance, should have been made equally prominent if the picture was
to be accurate. There was no need of detail, which has been given with
almost superfluous abundance in English, but salient facts should have
been stated. For instance, De Rossi's discoveries in the catacombs
would have illustrated neo-paganism and brought it into connexion
with the revival of classical studies. Neither of the writers who, from
opposite points of view, discuss the state of religion has thought fit to
dwell upon the subject, though each might have turned it to effectual
service.

It would be presumptuous for the present writer even to praise most of
the other papers. The contributors, whose themes lie outside the con-
nected history of central Europe, do not labour under the same difficul-
ties as those whose work has been discussed. Hearty as our admiration
must be for the way in which the work has been done, it is impossible
to regard those difficulties as unimportant or to hold that they have been
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overcome. In spite of its accuracyl and of its learning, attested by an
ample and well-chosen bibliography, of its great literary merit and
unfailing interest, we cannot regard this as the ideal history for whioh
we had hoped. If, per impostibile, the whole had been as good as each
of the parts, taken singly, undoubtedly is, our desire would have been
satisfied. As things are, if an illustration may be drawn from the sister
soience, our gratitude must be a little lukewarm for a map in which blank
patches are conspicuous, even though we are well supplied with vertical
sections and all the apparatus of the physical geographer. The present
volume would be a welcome companion even to that ideal history : for us,
even if we still refer at times to the familiar Dyer, it will henceforth
be indispensable. E. W. WATSON.

Social England. Edited by H. D. TBAILL, D.OJJ. , and J. S. MANN, M.A.
(Illustrated edition.) VoL HL From the accession of Henry VIII
to the death of Elizabeth. (London : GasselL 1902.)

WITH the exception of one new chapter by Miss Bateson on social life and
manners in the first two Tudor reigns, some little rearrangement, and the
excision of one or two passages to avoid repetitions, the text of this
volume seems to be precisely as it was when the original edition was
published seven years ago. This is in some things surely to be regretted;
for historical literature has advanced during the interval; and if Mr.
A. L. Smith had gone over the copious Scotch correspondence of the
year 1542 he would not, I think, even though backed by Mr. Hume
Brown, have repeated the statement about James V having been
encouraged ' to a rash invasion of England' by the Pope and the Guises
(p. 6). Neither would Mr. Beazley surely have repeated the old story of
Queen Elizabeth threatening to unfrock the bishop of Ely (p. 424), whioh
the late Bishop Creighton very justly discredited ; for it seems to rest on
no other authority than that of a forged letter of much more modern date.
Let me add that I think it rather a pity that one so thoroughly at home in
his subject as Mr. Bass Mullinger should have fallen into a common error
in using the epithet ' the new learning' to express the revived study of the
classics. That was not the meaning of the phrase as used in the first half of
the sixteenth century; for ' the new learning' meant learning of an
antipapal character, founded on Scripture and not upon church authority ;
it was not the learning that created a new interest in classical literature.
But doubtless, when an elaborate work like Social England has been so
successful as to attain the honour of being reissued in an illustrated
edition, it must be regarded as a classic It remains a monument of the
historical scholarship of the nineteenth century, not of the twentieth. %

The new feature, however, is one of permanent value ; for the copious
illustrations are not only delightful in themselves, but are, for the
most part, admirably selected. We can hardly think of any artistic
illustration to the history which is not actually present here and in its
appropriate place. Many of the objects engraved are things of beauty in
themselves no less than of genuine historic interest; and the execution

1 Tet on p. £97 the famous council o( Vienna, elsewhere correctly named, is called
(hat of Venice ; and Adam Easton was never bishop of Norwich.
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